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tax credit against income tax for the 
purchase of qualified access technology 
for the blind. 

S. 793 
At the request of Ms. HARRIS, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
793, a bill to prohibit sale of shark fins, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 978 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
978, a bill to direct the Secretary of 
Education to establish an award pro-
gram recognizing excellence exhibited 
by public school system employees pro-
viding services to students in pre-
kindergarten through higher edu-
cation. 

S. 1016 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 

names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. LANKFORD) and the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1016, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to expand access to telehealth services, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1064 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1064, a bill to amend the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act to 
prohibit the stigmatization of children 
who are unable to pay for meals. 

S. 1281 
At the request of Ms. HASSAN, the 

name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1281, a bill to establish a bug 
bounty pilot program within the De-
partment of Homeland Security, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1413 
At the request of Mr. COONS, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1413, a bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of Education to award grants to 
establish teacher leader development 
programs. 

S. 1591 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1591, a bill to impose sanctions with re-
spect to the Democratic People’s Re-
public of Korea, and for other purposes. 

S. 1738 
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1738, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for a 
home infusion therapy services tem-
porary transitional payment under the 
Medicare program. 

S. 1871 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1871, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to clarify the 
role of podiatrists in the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1927 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1927, a bill to amend section 455(m) of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 in 
order to allow adjunct faculty members 
to qualify for public service loan for-
giveness. 

S. 1962 
At the request of Mr. ROUNDS, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1962, a bill to provide relief to com-
munity banks, to promote access to 
capital for community banks, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2057 
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2057, a bill to prevent con-
flicts of interest that stem from the re-
volving door that raises concerns about 
the independence of pharmaceutical 
regulators. 

S. 2129 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2129, a bill to amend title 
10, United States Code, to establish a 
punitive article in the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice on domestic violence, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2135 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH), the Senator from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. TOOMEY), the Senator 
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), the 
Senator from Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO), the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) and the Senator from Alas-
ka (Ms. MURKOWSKI) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2135, a bill to enforce 
current law regarding the National In-
stant Criminal Background Check Sys-
tem. 

S. RES. 291 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the 

names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. ROUNDS), the Senator from 
Indiana (Mr. YOUNG) and the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 291, a 
resolution affirming the historical con-
nection of the Jewish people to the an-
cient and sacred city of Jerusalem and 
condemning efforts at the United Na-
tions Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Organization (UNESCO) to deny 
Judaism’s millennia-old historical, re-
ligious, and cultural ties to Jerusalem. 

S. RES. 319 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 319, a resolution supporting the 
goals, activities, and ideals of Pre-
maturity Awareness Month. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for him-
self, Mr. KAINE, Mrs. CAPITO, 

Mr. CASEY, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. CAR-
PER, Mr. COONS, and Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND): 

S. 2139. A bill to amend the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 to address critical 
conservation conditions under the re-
gional conservation partnership pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, 
today I am introducing the Chesapeake 
Bay Farm Bill Enhancements Act of 
2017 to accelerate our efforts to restore 
the health of one of America’s greatest 
natural treasures—the Chesapeake 
Bay. This legislation will strengthen 
our Bay clean-up program by increas-
ing and better targeting resources 
under the Regional Conservation Part-
nership Program (RCPP), which is ad-
ministered by the Department of Agri-
culture (USDA). 

I have long advocated for more effec-
tive protection, preservation, and res-
toration of the Chesapeake Bay. Dur-
ing the development of the Farm Bill 
of 2008, I worked with my colleagues to 
adopt the Chesapeake Bay Watershed 
Initiative, which provided assistance to 
farmers to help them prevent the ex-
cessive runoff of nutrients and sedi-
ments into the Bay and its tributaries. 
As a result of that initiative, about $50 
million was invested annually in the 
Chesapeake Bay watershed. 

In the 2014 Farm Bill, the RCPP was 
established to expand the successful 
concept of the Chesapeake Bay Initia-
tive to our vital watersheds in the 
country. The goal of RCPP is to en-
courage stakeholders to partner with 
agricultural producers to increase the 
restoration and sustainable use of soil, 
water, wildlife and related natural re-
sources on regional or watershed 
scales. 

Mr. President, while very successful 
nationally, the overall investment in 
Chesapeake Bay restoration efforts 
through the RCPP has been reduced 
relative to investments that were made 
under the stand-alone Chesapeake Bay 
Watershed Initiative. That is why 
today I am introducing the Chesapeake 
Bay Farm Bill Enhancements Act to 
make refinements to the RCPP in 
order to improve conservation efforts 
in the Chesapeake Bay—and other vital 
watersheds—through providing addi-
tional funding, bolstering the role of 
critical conservation areas, and im-
proving technical assistance. 

On funding, this bill will triple the 
amount of mandatory funding for 
RCPP available per fiscal year from 
$100 million to $300 million. The bill 
also allows in-kind support to count to-
wards a partner’s matching contribu-
tion to a project. 

The Chesapeake Bay has already 
been designated as a Critical Conserva-
tion Area under the RCPP. However, 
my bill will make refinements to the 
requirements for partnership agree-
ments awarded within Critical Con-
servation Areas that recognize key 
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strengths of the Chesapeake Bay re-
gion. For example, the bill will 
strengthen the definitions of a critical 
conservation area to include critical 
conservation conditions that would im-
prove water quality and water quan-
tity. Furthermore, the bill adds a 
prioritization for partnership agree-
ment applications that implement the 
project consistent with multi-State 
watershed restoration plans and bring 
together a diverse array of stake-
holders into a project. 

I have heard from many organiza-
tions in my state and others states in 
the Bay watershed that there is a sig-
nificant need for better technical as-
sistance to better implement the 
RCPP. Therefore, my bill authorizes 
the USDA to advance reasonable 
amounts of funding to eligible partners 
for technical assistance. Also, the bill 
allows the USDA to provide written 
feedback to applicants throughout the 
application process on how the pro-
posals can be improved. 

Mr. President, I am pleased to be 
joined in introducing the bill by Sen-
ator CARDIN, a long-time supporter of 
the Chesapeake Bay. My other Bay 
state colleagues, Senators CAPITO, 
KAINE, CASEY, MANCHIN, WARNER, CAR-
PER, COONS and GILLIBRAND are also 
original cosponsors of the Chesapeake 
Bay Farm Bill Enhancements Act. My 
former colleague Congressman BOBBY 
SCOTT is introducing a companion 
measure in the House of Representa-
tives. Furthermore, I am grateful that 
this bill has the support of Maryland 
Governor Hogan, 4 other Governors 
within the Chesapeake Bay Watershed, 
the Mayor of the District of Columbia, 
and the Chesapeake Bay Commission. 
This bill is also supported by over 70 
organizations such as the Chesapeake 
Bay Foundation, and Choose Clean 
Water. Together, I look forward to 
working together to see the inclusion 
of this important legislation in the 
next Farm Bill. 

By Mr. RISCH: 
S. 2140. A bill to provide for an ex-

change of Federal land and non-Federal 
land in the State of Idaho, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Blackrock Land 
Exchange Act of 2017. 

The legislation supports a mutually 
beneficial effort between the Bureau of 
Land Management and the J.R. 
Simplot Company in Idaho that began 
over 20 years ago. Simplot proposed an 
exchange of their privately owned land 
with superior natural resources and 
recreational opportunities for a similar 
sized parcel of BLM land adjacent to a 
Simplot phosphate processing facility. 
This facility adds significant value to 
the Pocatello, Idaho area as a large 
employer that sustains over 350 jobs 
with an over $55 million annual eco-
nomic impact. 

In 2007, BLM issued a Final Decision 
Record on the Environmental Assess-

ment concluding the exchange would 
have no significant environmental im-
pact, which was reaffirmed in 2009 by 
the Department of Interior Board of 
Land Appeals. However, the exchange 
has been held up since 2011 due to the 
District Court for Idaho ruling that 
BLM needed to prepare a full Environ-
mental Impact Statement including 
detailed future use to comply with the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. 

This raises the possibility of a dan-
gerous precedent for future land con-
veyances, as the exchange itself does 
not authorize further activities. Future 
use of the proposed adjacent land by 
the phosphate facility would still be 
subject to NEPA with opportunity for 
public comment. Halting the 
Blackrock Land Exchange for this rea-
son could largely increase the scope, 
length, and cost of the NEPA process. 

This bill will allow for this exchange 
in Idaho that has support from—State 
and local government as well as var-
ious land users. It will also protect fu-
ture exchanges from cycles of unneces-
sary review and litigation. The 
Blackrock Land Exchange Act of 2017 
is in the best interest of Idaho land 
users, local economies, and future uti-
lization of government land. 

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the 
floor. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. COONS, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. FRANKEN, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. 
SCHATZ): 

S. 2148. A bill to authorize dedicated 
domestic terrorism offices within the 
Department of Homeland Security, the 
Department of Justice, and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation to analyze and 
monitor domestic terrorist activity 
and require the Federal Government to 
take steps to prevent domestic ter-
rorism; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2148 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Domestic 
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) White supremacists and other right- 

wing extremists are the most significant do-
mestic terrorism threat facing the United 
States. 

(2) A 2009 report from the Extremism and 
Radicalization Branch of the Department of 
Homeland Security concluded ‘‘that lone 
wolves and small terrorist cells embracing 
violent right-wing extremist ideology are 
the most dangerous domestic terrorism 
threat in the United States’’. 

(3) An unclassified May 2017 joint intel-
ligence bulletin from the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation and the Department of Home-
land Security found that ‘‘white supremacist 
extremism poses [a] persistent threat of le-
thal violence,’’ and that white supremacists 
‘‘were responsible for 49 homicides in 26 at-
tacks from 2000 to 2016 . . . more than any 
other domestic extremist movement’’. 

(4) According to the New America Founda-
tion, since September 11, 2001, 76 Americans 
have died in terrorist attacks by domestic 
extremists in the United States. 89 percent 
were killed by far-right-wing extremists. 

(5) The fatal attacks described in para-
graph (4) include— 

(A) the August 5, 2012, mass shooting at a 
Sikh gurdwara in Oak Creek, Wisconsin, in 
which a white supremacist shot and killed 6 
members of the gurdwara; 

(B) the April 13, 2014, mass shooting at a 
Jewish community center and a Jewish as-
sisted living facility in Overland Park, Kan-
sas, in which a neo-Nazi shot and killed 3 ci-
vilians, including a 14-year-old teenager; 

(C) the June 8, 2014, ambush in Las Vegas, 
Nevada, in which 2 supporters of the far 
right-wing ‘‘patriot’’ movement shot and 
killed 2 police officers and a civilian; 

(D) the June 17, 2015, mass shooting at the 
Emanuel AME Church in Charleston, South 
Carolina, in which a white supremacist shot 
and killed 9 members of the church; 

(E) the November 27, 2015, mass shooting at 
a Planned Parenthood clinic in Colorado 
Springs, Colorado, in which an anti-abortion 
extremist shot and killed a police officer and 
2 civilians; 

(F) the March 20, 2017, murder of an Afri-
can-American man in New York City, alleg-
edly committed by a white supremacist who 
reportedly traveled to New York ‘‘for the 
purpose of killing black men’’; 

(G) the May 26, 2017, attack in Portland, 
Oregon, in which a white supremacist alleg-
edly murdered 2 men and injured a third 
after the men defended 2 young women whom 
the individual had targeted with anti-Mus-
lim hate speech; and 

(H) the August 12, 2017, attack in Char-
lottesville, Virginia, in which a white su-
premacist allegedly killed 1 and injured 19 
after driving his car through a crowd of indi-
viduals protesting a neo-Nazi rally, and of 
which Attorney General Jeff Sessions said, 
‘‘It does meet the definition of domestic ter-
rorism in our statute.’’. 

(6) The Anti-Defamation League’s Center 
on Extremism found that right-wing extrem-
ists were responsible for 150 terrorist acts, 
attempted acts, and plots and conspiracies 
that took place in the United States between 
1993 and 2017. These attacks resulted in the 
deaths of 255 people and injured more than 
600. 

(7) According to the Southern Poverty Law 
Center, in 2015, for the first time in 5 years, 
the number of hate groups in the United 
States rose by 14 percent. The increase in-
cluded a more than twofold rise in the num-
ber of Ku Klux Klan chapters. The number of 
anti-government militias and ‘‘patriot’’ 
groups also grew by 14 percent in 2015. 

(8) In November 2017, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation released its annual hate crime 
incident report, which found that in 2016, 
hate crimes increased by almost 5 percent, 
including a 19 percent rise in hate crimes 
against American Muslims. Similarly, the 
previous year’s report found that in 2015, 
hate crimes increased by 6 percent. Much of 
that increase came from a 66 percent rise in 
attacks on American Muslims. In both re-
ports, race-based crimes were most numer-
ous; more than 50 percent of those hate 
crimes targeted African Americans. 

(9) In January 2017, a right-wing extremist 
who had expressed anti-Muslim views was 
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charged with murder for allegedly killing 6 
people and injuring 19 in a shooting rampage 
at a mosque in Quebec City, Canada. It was 
the first-ever mass shooting at a mosque in 
North America, and Prime Minister Trudeau 
labeled it a terrorist attack. 

(10) Between January and July 2017, news 
reports found 63 incidents in which American 
mosques were targeted by threats, van-
dalism, or arson. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act— 
(1) the term ‘‘Director’’ means the Director 

of the Federal Bureau of Investigation; 
(2) the term ‘‘domestic terrorism’’ has the 

meaning given the term in section 2331 of 
title 18, United States Code; 

(3) the term ‘‘Domestic Terrorism Execu-
tive Committee’’ means the committee with-
in the Department of Justice tasked with as-
sessing and sharing information about ongo-
ing domestic terrorism threats; and 

(4) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security. 
SEC. 4. OFFICES TO COMBAT DOMESTIC TER-

RORISM. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF OFFICES TO MONITOR, 

ANALYZE, INVESTIGATE, AND PROSECUTE DO-
MESTIC TERRORISM.— 

(1) DOMESTIC TERRORISM UNIT.—There is au-
thorized a Domestic Terrorism Unit in the 
Office of Intelligence and Analysis of the De-
partment of Homeland Security, which shall 
be responsible for monitoring and analyzing 
domestic terrorism activity. 

(2) DOMESTIC TERRORISM OFFICE.—There is 
authorized a Domestic Terrorism Office in 
the Counterterrorism Section of the Na-
tional Security Division of the Department 
of Justice— 

(A) which shall be responsible for inves-
tigating and prosecuting incidents of domes-
tic terrorism; and 

(B) which shall be headed by the Domestic 
Terrorism Counsel. 

(3) DOMESTIC TERRORISM SECTION OF THE 
FBI.—There is authorized a Domestic Ter-
rorism Section within the Counterterrorism 
Division of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, which shall be responsible for inves-
tigating domestic terrorism activity. 

(b) JOINT REPORT ON DOMESTIC TER-
RORISM.— 

(1) ANNUAL REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, and each year thereafter, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, the Attorney 
General, and the Director of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation shall submit a joint re-
port authored by the domestic terrorism of-
fices authorized under paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (3) of subsection (a) to— 

(A) the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs, and the Select Committee 
on Intelligence of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Committee on Homeland Security, and the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence 
of the House of Representatives. 

(2) CONTENTS.—Each report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) an assessment of the domestic ter-
rorism threat posed by white supremacists, 
including white supremacist infiltration and 
recruitment of law enforcement officers and 
members of the Armed Forces; 

(B)(i) in the first report, an analysis of in-
cidents or attempted incidents of domestic 
terrorism that have occurred in the United 
States since April 19, 1995; and 

(ii) in each subsequent report, an analysis 
of incidents or attempted incidents of do-
mestic terrorism that occurred in the United 
States during the preceding year; and 

(C) a quantitative analysis of domestic ter-
rorism for the preceding year, including the 
number of— 

(i) domestic terrorism related assessments 
initiated by the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, including the number of assessments 
from each classification and subcategory; 

(ii) domestic terrorism related preliminary 
investigations initiated by the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation, including the number 
of preliminary investigations from each clas-
sification and subcategory, and how many 
preliminary investigations resulted from as-
sessments; 

(iii) domestic terrorism related full inves-
tigations initiated by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, including the number of full 
investigations from each classification and 
subcategory, and how many full investiga-
tions resulted from preliminary investiga-
tions and assessments; 

(iv) domestic terrorism related incidents, 
including the number of incidents from each 
classification and subcategory, the number 
of deaths and injuries resulting from each in-
cident, and a detailed explanation of each in-
cident; 

(v) Federal domestic terrorism related ar-
rests, including the number of arrests from 
each classification and subcategory, and a 
detailed explanation of each arrest; 

(vi) Federal domestic terrorism related in-
dictments, including the number of indict-
ments from each classification and sub-
category, and a detailed explanation of each 
indictment; 

(vii) Federal domestic terrorism related 
prosecutions, including the number of inci-
dents from each classification and sub-
category, and a detailed explanation of each 
prosecution; 

(viii) Federal domestic terrorism related 
convictions, including the number of convic-
tions from each classification and sub-
category, and a detailed explanation of each 
conviction; and 

(ix) Federal domestic terrorism related 
weapons recoveries, including the number of 
each type of weapon and the number of weap-
ons from each classification and sub-
category. 

(3) CLASSIFICATION AND PUBLIC RELEASE.— 
Each report submitted under paragraph (1) 
shall be— 

(A) unclassified, to the greatest extent pos-
sible, with a classified annex only if nec-
essary; and 

(B) in the case of the unclassified portion 
of the report, posted on the public websites 
of the Department of Homeland Security, 
the Department of Justice, and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. 

(c) DOMESTIC TERRORISM EXECUTIVE COM-
MITTEE.—There is authorized a Domestic 
Terrorism Executive Committee, which 
shall— 

(1) meet on a regular basis, and not less 
regularly than 4 times each year, to coordi-
nate with United States Attorneys and other 
key public safety officials across the country 
to promote information sharing and ensure 
an effective, responsive, and organized joint 
effort to combat domestic terrorism; and 

(2) be co-chaired by— 
(A) the Domestic Terrorism Counsel au-

thorized under subsection (a)(2)(B); 
(B) a United States Attorney or Assistant 

United States Attorney; 
(C) a member of the National Security Di-

vision of the Department of Justice; and 
(D) a member of the Federal Bureau of In-

vestigation. 
(d) FOCUS ON GREATEST THREATS.—The do-

mestic terrorism offices authorized under 
paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of subsection (a) 
shall focus their limited resources on the 
most significant domestic terrorism threats, 
as determined by the number of domestic 
terrorism related incidents from each cat-
egory and subclassification in the joint re-

port for the preceding year required under 
subsection (b). 
SEC. 5. TRAINING TO COMBAT DOMESTIC TER-

RORISM. 
(a) REQUIRED TRAINING AND RESOURCES.— 

The State and Local Anti-Terrorism Pro-
gram, funded by the Bureau of Justice As-
sistance of the Department of Justice, shall 
include training and resources to assist 
State, local, and tribal law enforcement offi-
cers in understanding, detecting, deterring, 
and investigating acts of domestic terrorism. 
The training shall focus on the most signifi-
cant domestic terrorism threats, as deter-
mined by the quantitative analysis in the 
joint report required under section 4(b). 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—Any individual who pro-
vides domestic terrorism training required 
under this section shall have— 

(1) expertise in domestic terrorism; and 
(2) relevant academic, law enforcement, or 

other experience in matters related to do-
mestic terrorism. 

(c) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act and once 
each year thereafter, the Director of the Bu-
reau of Justice Assistance shall submit an 
annual report to the committees of Congress 
described in section 4(b)(1) on the domestic 
terrorism training implemented under this 
section, which shall include copies of all 
training materials used and the names and 
qualifications of the individuals who provide 
the training. 

(2) CLASSIFICATION.—Each report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall be unclassified, to 
the greatest extent possible, with a classified 
annex only if necessary. 
SEC. 6. COMBATTING DOMESTIC TERRORISM 

THROUGH JOINT TERRORISM TASK 
FORCES AND FUSION CENTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The joint terrorism task 
forces of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
and State, local, and regional fusion centers, 
as established under section 210A of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
124h), shall each, in coordination with the 
Domestic Terrorism Executive Committee 
and the domestic terrorism offices author-
ized under paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of sec-
tion 4(a) of this Act— 

(1) share intelligence to address domestic 
terrorism activities; 

(2) conduct an annual, intelligence-based 
assessment of domestic terrorism activities 
in their jurisdictions; and 

(3) formulate and execute a plan to address 
and combat domestic terrorism activities in 
their jurisdictions. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—The activities required 
under subsection (a) shall focus on the most 
significant domestic terrorism threats, as 
determined by the number of domestic ter-
rorism related incidents from each category 
and subclassification in the joint report for 
the preceding year required under section 
4(b). 
SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Department of Justice, the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation, and the Department of 
Homeland Security such sums as may be 
necessary to carry out this Act. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself and 
Mr. TESTER): 

S. 2149. A bill to make a technical 
correction to the provision of law au-
thorizing a withdrawal and reservation 
of public land at Limestone Hills 
Training Area, Montana; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the text of 

the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2149 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO WITH-

DRAWAL AND RESERVATION OF 
PUBLIC LAND AUTHORITY, LIME-
STONE HILLS TRAINING AREA, MON-
TANA. 

Section 2931(b) of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 
(division B of Public Law 113–66; 127 Stat. 
1031) is amended by striking ‘‘18,644 acres in 
Broadwater County, Montana, generally de-
picted as ‘Proposed Land Withdrawal’ on the 
map entitled ‘Limestone Hills Training Area 
Land Withdrawal’, dated April 10, 2013’’ and 
inserting ‘‘18,964 acres in Broadwater Coun-
ty, Montana, generally depicted as ‘Lime-
stone Hills Training Area Land Withdrawal’ 
on the map entitled ‘Limestone Hills Train-
ing Area Land Withdrawal’, dated May 11, 
2017’’. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
KING, Mr. BROWN, Mr. FRANKEN, 
Ms. HASSAN, and Ms. HARRIS): 

S. 2157. A bill to require drug manu-
facturers to disclose the prices of pre-
scription drugs in any direct-to-con-
sumer advertising and marketing to 
practitioners of a drug; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2157 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Drug-Price 
Transparency in Communications Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds as follows: 
(1) Direct-to-consumer advertising of 

prescription pharmaceuticals is legal in only 
2 developed countries, the United States and 
New Zealand. 

(2) Direct-to-consumer advertising of 
prescription pharmaceuticals is designed to 
cause patients to pressure physicians to pre-
scribe certain medications. 

(3) In 2015, pharmaceutical companies 
spent more than $100,000,000 on advertising 
with respect to each of 16 brand-name drugs, 
primarily new and expensive drugs. 

(4) Prescription rates of medications ad-
vertised directly to consumers have in-
creased by 34.2 percent compared to a 5.1 per-
cent increase in other pharmaceuticals. 

(5) Prescription pharmaceuticals cost 
more in the United States than they do in 
any other country. 

(6) The American Medical Association 
has passed resolutions calling for the ban of 
direct-to-consumer advertising of prescrip-
tion pharmaceuticals, and to require price 
transparency in any direct-to-consumer ad-
vertising. 

(7) The amount of spending by pharma-
ceutical companies in marketing to health 
care providers is more than 4 times the 
spending for direct-to-consumer advertising. 

(8) Health care providers are more likely 
to prescribe a certain drug if they have re-
ceived payments or marketing materials 
from the manufacturer of that drug. 

SEC. 3. PRICE DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENT FOR 
DIRECT-TO-CONSUMER DRUG AD-
VERTISEMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 303(g)(1) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 
U.S.C. 333(g)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(A)’’ and inserting ‘‘(i)’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘(B)’’ and inserting (ii); 
(3) by striking ‘‘(1) With respect’’ and in-

serting ‘‘(1)(A) With respect’’; 
(4) by striking ‘‘this paragraph’’ each 

place it appears and inserting ‘‘this subpara-
graph’’; 

(5) by striking ‘‘No other civil monetary 
penalties in this Act (including the civil pen-
alty in section 303(f)(4))’’ and inserting ‘‘No 
civil monetary penalties (including the civil 
penalty in section 303(f)(4)), other than the 
penalties under this subparagraph and sub-
paragraph (B)’’; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) With respect to a person who is a 

holder of an approved application under sec-
tion 505 for a drug subject to section 503(b) or 
under section 351 of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act, any such person who disseminates or 
causes another party to disseminate a direct- 
to-consumer advertisement that does not in-
clude the wholesale acquisition cost (as de-
fined in section 1847A(c)(6)(B) of the Social 
Security Act) for a 30-day supply of the drug 
shall be liable to the United States for a civil 
penalty in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000 
for the first such violation in any 3-year pe-
riod, and not to exceed $5,000,000 for each 
subsequent violation in any 3-year period. 
For purposes of this subparagraph, all viola-
tions under this paragraph occurring in a 
single day shall be considered one violation. 
With respect to advertisements that appear 
in magazines or other publications that are 
published less frequently than daily, each 
issue date (whether weekly or monthly) shall 
be treated as a single day for the purpose of 
calculating the number of violations under 
this subparagraph.’’. 

(b) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—For each fiscal 
year, there are authorized to be appro-
priated, and are appropriated, out of any 
funds not otherwise obligated, to the Direc-
tor of the National Institutes of Health for 
purposes of carrying out medical research, 
an amount equal to the amount collected in 
penalties during the previous fiscal year for 
violations of section 303(g)(1)(B) of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, acting through 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs, shall 
promulgate regulations to carry out sub-
paragraph (B) of section 303(g)(1) of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
333(g)(1)), as added by subsection (a). Such 
regulations shall include provisions setting 
forth— 

(1) a reasonable amount of time a manu-
facturer has to update any direct-to-con-
sumer advertising of a drug in accordance 
with such subparagraph (B) after a change to 
the wholesale acquisition cost of the drug; 
and 

(2) the specific manner in which the 
wholesale acquisition cost of a drug is re-
quired to be conspicuously disclosed in such 
direct-to-consumer advertisements in order 
to communicate such single price metric to 
the public, which shall include visual and 
audio (as applicable) components of the ad-
vertisement, and which may include a brief 
qualitative explanation of reduced cost 
availability for certain consumers, such as 
through insurance cost-sharing arrange-
ments or patient assistance programs. 
SEC. 4. DRUG MANUFACTURER DUTY TO DIS-

CLOSE DRUG PRICES TO PRACTI-
TIONERS. 

(a) DUTY TO DISCLOSE.—Whenever a drug 
manufacturer, including any representative 

of the manufacturer, communicates with a 
health care practitioner about a drug manu-
factured by the drug manufacturer, includ-
ing through promotional, educational, or 
marketing communications, meetings or 
paid events, and the provision of goods, gifts, 
and samples, the drug manufacturer shall 
disclose to the practitioner the wholesale ac-
quisition cost (as defined in section 
1847A(c)(6)(B) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395w–3a(c)(6)(B))) for a 30-day supply 
of the drug, which may include a brief quali-
tative explanation of reduced cost avail-
ability for certain consumers that is con-
sistent with the regulations described in sec-
tion 3(c)(2). 

(b) ENFORCEMENT BY FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION.— 

(1) UNFAIR OR DECEPTIVE ACTS OR PRAC-
TICES.—A violation of subsection (a) by a 
person with respect to whom the Commis-
sion is empowered under section 5(a)(2) of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 
45(a)(2)) shall be treated as a violation of a 
rule defining an unfair or deceptive act or 
practice prescribed under section 18(a)(1)(B) 
of the Federal Trade Commission Act (15 
U.S.C. 57a(a)(1)(B)). 

(2) POWERS OF FEDERAL TRADE COMMIS-
SION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Trade 
Commission shall enforce this section in the 
same manner, by the same means, and with 
the same jurisdiction, powers, and duties as 
though all applicable terms and provisions of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 
41 et seq.) were incorporated into and made 
a part of this Act. 

(B) PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES.—Any 
person who violates this section shall be sub-
ject to the penalties and entitled to the 
privileges and immunities provided in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 41 
et seq.). 

(c) RULEMAKING.—The Federal Trade 
Commission shall promulgate in accordance 
with section 553 of title 5, United States 
Code, such rules as may be necessary to 
carry out this section. 

(d) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to limit, impair, 
or supersede the operation of the Federal 
Trade Commission Act or any other provi-
sion of Federal law. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself, Mr. 
RISCH, and Mr. CRAPO): 

S. 2160. A bill to establish a pilot pro-
gram under the Chief of the Forest 
Service may use alternative dispute 
resolution in lieu of judicial review of 
certain projects; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2160 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Protect Col-
laboration for Healthier Forests Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act: 
(1) PARTICIPANT.—The term ‘‘participant’’ 

means an individual or entity that files an 
objection or scoping comments on a draft en-
vironmental document with respect to a 
project that is subject to an objection at the 
project level under part 218 of title 36, Code 
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of Federal Regulations (or successor regula-
tions). 

(2) PILOT PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘pilot pro-
gram’’ means the pilot program established 
under subsection (b). 

(3) PROJECT.—The term ‘‘project’’ means a 
project described in subsection (c). 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

(b) ARBITRATION PILOT PROGRAM.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall estab-
lish within Region 1 of the Forest Service an 
arbitration pilot program as an alternative 
dispute resolution process in lieu of judicial 
review for projects described in subsection 
(c). 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF PROJECTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, at the sole 

discretion of the Secretary, may designate 
for arbitration projects that— 

(A)(i) are developed through a collabo-
rative process (within the meaning of section 
603(b)(1)(C) of the Healthy Forest Restora-
tion Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6591b(b)(1)(C))); 

(ii) are carried out under the Collaborative 
Forest Landscape Restoration Program es-
tablished under section 4003 of the Omnibus 
Public Land Management Act of 2009 (16 
U.S.C. 7303); or 

(iii) are identified in a community wildfire 
protection plan (as defined in section 101 of 
the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 
(16 U.S.C. 6511)); 

(B) have as a purpose— 
(i) hazardous fuels reduction; or 
(ii) mitigation of insect or disease infesta-

tion; and 
(C) are located, in whole or in part, in a 

wildland-urban interface (as defined in sec-
tion 101 of the Healthy Forests Restoration 
Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6511)). 

(2) INCLUSION.—In designating projects for 
arbitration, the Secretary may include 
projects that receive categorical exclusions 
for purposes of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(d) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF PROJECTS.— 
The Secretary may not designate for arbitra-
tion under the pilot program more than 2 
projects per calendar year. 

(e) ARBITRATORS.— 
(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Secretary shall de-

velop and publish a list of not fewer than 15 
individuals eligible to serve as arbitrators 
for the pilot program. 

(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—To be eligible to serve 
as an arbitrator under this subsection, an in-
dividual shall be— 

(A) certified by— 
(i) the American Arbitration Association; 

or 
(ii) a State arbitration program; or 
(B) a fully retired Federal or State judge. 
(f) INITIATION OF ARBITRATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 7 days 

after the date on which the Secretary issues 
the final decision with respect to a project, 
the Secretary shall— 

(A) notify each applicable participant and 
the Clerk of the United States District Court 
for the district in which the project is lo-
cated that the project has been designated 
for arbitration in accordance with this Act; 
and 

(B) include in the decision document a 
statement that the project has been des-
ignated for arbitration. 

(2) INITIATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A participant may ini-

tiate arbitration regarding a project that has 
been designated for arbitration under this 
Act in accordance with— 

(i) sections 571 through 584 of title 5, 
United States Code; and 

(ii) this paragraph. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—A request to initiate 
arbitration under subparagraph (A) shall— 

(i) be filed not later than the date that is 
30 days after the date of the notification by 
the Secretary under paragraph (1); and 

(ii) include an alternative proposal for the 
applicable project that describes each modi-
fication sought by the participant with re-
spect to the project. 

(C) NO JUDICIAL REVIEW.—A project for 
which arbitration is initiated under subpara-
graph (A) shall not be subject to judicial re-
view. 

(3) COMPELLED ARBITRATION.— 
(A) MOTION TO COMPEL ARBITRATION.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—If a participant seeks judi-

cial review of a final decision with respect to 
a project, the Secretary may file in the ap-
plicable court a motion to compel arbitra-
tion in accordance with this Act. 

(ii) FEES AND COSTS.—For any motion de-
scribed in clause (i) for which the Secretary 
is the prevailing party, the applicable court 
shall award to the Secretary— 

(I) court costs; and 
(II) attorney’s fees. 
(B) ARBITRATION COMPELLED BY COURT.—If a 

participant seeks judicial review of a 
project, the applicable court shall compel ar-
bitration in accordance with this Act. 

(g) SELECTION OF ARBITRATOR.—For each 
arbitration commenced under this Act— 

(1) the Secretary shall propose 3 arbitra-
tors from the list published under subsection 
(e)(1); and 

(2) the applicable participant shall select 1 
arbitrator from the list of arbitrators pro-
posed under paragraph (1). 

(h) RESPONSIBILITIES OF ARBITRATOR.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An arbitrator selected 

under subsection (e)— 
(A) shall address all claims of each party 

seeking arbitration with respect to a project 
under this Act; but 

(B) may consolidate into a single arbitra-
tion all requests to initiate arbitration by 
all participants with respect to a project. 

(2) SELECTION OF PROPOSALS.—An arbi-
trator shall make a decision with respect to 
each applicable request for initiation of arbi-
tration under this Act by— 

(A) selecting the project, as approved by 
the Secretary; 

(B) selecting an alternative proposal sub-
mitted by the applicable participant; or 

(C) rejecting both projects described in 
subparagraphs (A) and (B). 

(3) LIMITATIONS.— 
(A) ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD.—The evidence 

before an arbitrator under this subsection 
shall be limited solely to the administrative 
record for the project. 

(B) NO MODIFICATIONS TO PROPOSALS.—An 
arbitrator may not modify any proposal con-
tained in a request for initiation of arbitra-
tion of a participant under this Act. 

(i) INTERVENTION.—A party may intervene 
in an arbitration under this Act if, with re-
spect to the project to which the arbitration 
relates, the party— 

(1) meets the requirements of Rule 24(a) of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (or a 
successor rule); or 

(2) participated in the applicable collabo-
rative process referred to in clause (i) or (ii) 
of subsection (c)(1)(A). 

(j) SCOPE OF REVIEW.—In carrying out arbi-
tration for a project, the arbitrator shall set 
aside the agency action, findings, and con-
clusions found to be arbitrary, capricious, an 
abuse of discretion, or otherwise not in ac-
cordance with law, within the meaning of 
section 706(2)(A) of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(k) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION OF ARBITRA-
TION.—Not later than 90 days after the date 
on which a request to initiate arbitration is 
filed under subsection (f)(2), the arbitrator 

shall make a decision with respect to the re-
quest to initiate arbitration. 

(l) EFFECT OF ARBITRATION DECISION.—A 
decision of an arbitrator under this Act— 

(1) shall not be considered to be a major 
Federal action; 

(2) shall be binding; and 
(3) shall not be subject to judicial review, 

except as provided in section 10(a) of title 9, 
United States Code. 

(m) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) be solely responsible for the profes-

sional fees of arbitrators participating in the 
pilot program; and 

(B) use funds made available to the Sec-
retary and not otherwise obligated to carry 
out subparagraph (A). 

(2) ATTORNEY’S FEES.—No arbitrator may 
award attorney’s fees in any arbitration 
brought under this Act. 

(n) REPORTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date on which the pilot program is estab-
lished, and annually thereafter, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on Ag-
riculture, Nutrition, and Forestry and the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate and the Committee on Natural 
Resources of the House of Representatives, 
and publish on the website of Region 1 of the 
Forest Service, a report of not longer than 10 
pages describing the implementation of the 
pilot program for the applicable year, includ-
ing— 

(A) the reasons for selecting certain 
projects for arbitration; 

(B) an evaluation of the arbitration proc-
ess, including any recommendations for im-
provements to the process; 

(C) a description of the outcome of each ar-
bitration; and 

(D) a summary of the impacts of each out-
come described in subparagraph (C) on the 
timeline for implementation and completion 
of the applicable project. 

(2) GAO REVIEWS AND REPORTS.— 
(A) INITIAL REVIEW.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date on which the pilot program is 
established, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall review the implementa-
tion by the Secretary of the pilot program. 

(B) REVIEW ON TERMINATION.—On termi-
nation of the pilot program under subsection 
(o), the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall review the implementation by 
the Secretary of the pilot program. 

(C) REPORT.—On completion of the review 
described in subparagraph (A) or (B), the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry and the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate and the Committee on Natural 
Resources of the House of Representatives a 
report describing the results of the applica-
ble review. 

(o) TERMINATION.—The pilot program shall 
terminate on the date that is 5 years after 
the date . 

(p) EFFECT.—Nothing in this Act affects 
the responsibility of the Secretary to comply 
with— 

(1) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); or 

(2) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 335—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK OF NOVEM-
BER 19 THROUGH NOVEMBER 25, 
2017, DURING WHICH THE HOLI-
DAY OF THANKSGIVING IS OB-
SERVED, AS ‘‘NATIONAL FAMILY 
WEEK’’ 
Mr. MANCHIN (for himself and Mr. 

GRASSLEY) submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 335 

Whereas the family is the basic strength of 
any free and orderly society; 

Whereas it is appropriate to honor the fam-
ily unit as essential to the continued well- 
being of the United States; and 

Whereas it is fitting that official recogni-
tion be given to the importance of family 
loyalties and ties: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates the week of November 19 

through November 25, 2017, during which the 
holiday of Thanksgiving is observed, as ‘‘Na-
tional Family Week’’; 

(2) encourages States and local govern-
ments to designate the week of November 19 
through November 25, 2017, as ‘‘National 
Family Week’’; and 

(3) encourages the people of the United 
States to observe ‘‘National Family Week’’ 
with appropriate ceremonies and activities. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 336—RECOG-
NIZING THE SERIOUSNESS OF 
POLYCYSTIC OVARY SYNDROME 
AND EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR 
THE DESIGNATION OF THE 
MONTH OF SEPTEMBER 2018 AS 
‘‘POLYCYSTIC OVARY SYNDROME 
AWARENESS MONTH’’ 
Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mr. 

PERDUE, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOKER, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, and Mr. ISAKSON) submitted the 
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions: 

S. RES. 336 

Whereas Polycystic Ovary Syndrome (re-
ferred to in this preamble as ‘‘PCOS’’) is a 
common health problem among women and 
girls involving a hormonal imbalance; 

Whereas there is no universal definition of 
PCOS, but researchers estimate that be-
tween 5,000,000 and 10,000,000 women in the 
United States are affected by PCOS; 

Whereas PCOS can affect women from the 
onset of puberty and throughout the remain-
der of their lives; 

Whereas the symptoms of PCOS include in-
fertility, irregular or absent menstrual peri-
ods, acne, weight gain, thinning scalp hair, 
excessive facial and body hair growth, nu-
merous small ovarian cysts, pelvic pain, and 
mental health problems; 

Whereas women with PCOS have higher 
rates of psychosocial disorders, including de-
pression, anxiety, bipolar disorder, and eat-
ing disorders, and are at greater risk for sui-
cide; 

Whereas adolescents with PCOS often are 
not diagnosed; 

Whereas PCOS causes metabolic dysfunc-
tion and insulin resistance, which can lead 
to type 2 diabetes, cardiovascular disease, 
obstructive sleep apnea, nonalcoholic fatty 
liver disease, and endometrial cancer at a 
young adult age; 

Whereas PCOS is the most common cause 
of female infertility; 

Whereas PCOS in pregnancy is associated 
with increased risk of gestational diabetes, 
preeclampsia, pregnancy-induced hyper-
tension, preterm delivery, cesarean delivery, 
miscarriage, and fetal and infant death; 

Whereas women with PCOS are at in-
creased risk of developing high blood pres-
sure, high cholesterol, stroke, heart dis-
ease—the leading cause of death among 
women—and have a 4 to 7 times higher risk 
of experiencing a heart attack compared to 
women of the same age who do not have 
PCOS; 

Whereas women with PCOS have a more 
than 50 percent chance of developing type 2 
diabetes or prediabetes before the age of 40; 

Whereas women with PCOS may be at a 
higher risk for breast cancer and ovarian 
cancer, and have a 3 times higher risk for de-
veloping endometrial cancer, compared to 
women who do not have PCOS; 

Whereas up to 80 percent of women in the 
United States with PCOS are overweight or 
have obesity; 

Whereas an estimated 50 percent of women 
with PCOS are undiagnosed, and many re-
main undiagnosed until they experience fer-
tility difficulties or develop type 2 diabetes 
or other cardiometabolic disorders; 

Whereas the costs involved with the diag-
nosis and management of PCOS to the 
healthcare system of the United States is 
over $4,300,000,000 per year during the repro-
ductive years of patients; 

Whereas that amount does not include the 
costs associated with the treatment of 
comorbidities, including high blood pressure, 
sleep apnea, nonalcoholic fatty liver disease, 
cardiovascular disease, obesity, and cancer; 

Whereas the cause of PCOS is unknown, 
but researchers have found strong links to 
significant insulin resistance, which affects 
up to 70 percent of women with PCOS, and 
genetic predisposition; and 

Whereas there is no known cure for PCOS: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the seriousness of Polycystic 

Ovary Syndrome (referred to in this resolv-
ing clause as ‘‘PCOS’’); 

(2) supports the goals of PCOS Awareness 
Month— 

(A) to increase awareness of, and education 
about, PCOS among the general public, 
women, girls, and healthcare professionals; 

(B) to improve diagnosis and treatment of 
PCOS; 

(C) to disseminate information on diag-
nosis and treatment options for PCOS; and 

(D) to improve the quality of life and out-
comes for women and girls with PCOS; 

(3) recognizes the need for further research, 
improved treatment and care options, and a 
cure for PCOS; 

(4) acknowledges the struggles affecting all 
women and girls residing within the United 
States who are afflicted with PCOS; 

(5) urges medical researchers and 
healthcare professionals to advance their un-
derstanding of PCOS in order to research, di-
agnose, and provide assistance to women and 
girls with PCOS; and 

(6) encourages States, territories, and lo-
calities to support the goals of PCOS Aware-
ness Month. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 337—DESIG-
NATING NOVEMBER 26, 2017, AS 
‘‘DRIVE SAFER SUNDAY’’ 

Mr. ISAKSON (for himself, Mr. 
COONS, and Mr. PERDUE) submitted the 
following resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 337 

Whereas motor vehicle travel is the pri-
mary means of transportation in the United 
States; 

Whereas every individual traveling on 
roads and highways should drive in a safe 
manner so as to reduce deaths and injuries 
that result from motor vehicle accidents; 

Whereas, according to the National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration, wearing 
a seat belt saves as many as 15,000 lives each 
year; and 

Whereas the Sunday after Thanksgiving is 
the busiest highway traffic day of the year: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) encourages— 
(A) high schools, colleges, universities, ad-

ministrators, teachers, primary schools, and 
secondary schools to launch campus-wide 
educational campaigns to urge students to 
focus on safety when driving; 

(B) national trucking firms— 
(i) to alert employee drivers to be espe-

cially focused on driving safely on the Sun-
day after Thanksgiving; and 

(ii) to publicize the importance of driving 
safely on the Sunday after Thanksgiving on 
the Citizens Band Radio Service and at truck 
stops across the United States; 

(C) clergies to remind congregations to 
travel safely when attending services and 
gatherings; 

(D) law enforcement personnel to remind 
drivers and passengers to drive safely, par-
ticularly on the Sunday after Thanksgiving; 

(E) motorists to drive safely during the 
holiday season and throughout the rest of 
the year; and 

(F) the people of the United States— 
(i) to understand the life-saving impor-

tance of wearing a seat belt; and 
(ii) to educate themselves about highway 

safety; and 
(2) designates November 26, 2017, as ‘‘Drive 

Safer Sunday’’. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 338—COM-
MENDING AND CONGRATU-
LATING THE HOUSTON ASTROS 
ON WINNING THE 2017 MAJOR 
LEAGUE BASEBALL WORLD SE-
RIES 

Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mr. 
CRUZ) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 338 

Whereas, on November 1, 2017, the Houston 
Astros won the 2017 Major League Baseball 
World Series (referred to in this preamble as 
the ‘‘World Series’’) with a 5–1 victory over 
the Los Angeles Dodgers; 

Whereas the Houston Astros won the World 
Series in Game 7 at Dodger Stadium in Los 
Angeles, California; 

Whereas the Houston Astros overcame the 
home field advantage of the Los Angeles 
Dodgers to win the World Series; 

Whereas all of the following 25 players on 
the World Series roster of the Houston 
Astros should be congratulated: Jose Altuve, 
Carlos Beltran, Alex Bregman, Juan 
Centeno, Carlos Correa, Chris Devenski, 
Derek Fisher, Evan Gattis, Ken Giles, 
Marwin Gonzalez, Luke Gregerson, Yulieski 
Gurriel, Will Harris, Dallas Keuchel, Fran-
cisco Liriano, Cameron Maybin, Brian 
McCann, Lance McCullers, Jr., Collin 
McHugh, Charlie Morton, Joe Musgrove, 
Brad Peacock, Josh Reddick, George Spring-
er, and Justin Verlander; 

Whereas, in addition to the World Series 
roster, all of the following Houston Astros 
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